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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on November 10, 2009have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

Broadly speaking, the present invention is related to a method and apparatus for 
remotely providing electronic book to a viewer where the book data is synthesized at the 
viewer terminal. 

With regard to claim 1 and the corresponding similar independent claims, 
Yoshimune prior art was used for addressing the step of providing the book data while 
Sears was used to address the step of presenting the book data in audio form. 

However the applicant argues asserting that Yoshimune "doesn't teach or 
suggest selecting a book from a list of books stored in an operation center" or in other 
word the applicant claims that the book is stored and accessed from the storage of the 
user terminal rather than being selected and accessed from the data center. The 
examiner disagrees. Yoshimune system, similar to the present invention, is related to a 
scheme of providing a remote electronic book for user terminal comprising a data center 
wirelessly coupled to a user terminal where the data center comprise means for 
receiving book request from the user terminal, accessing the book data and transmitting 
the book data to the user terminal and where the user terminal includes means for 
receiving the book data and storage means for storing the book.. The examiner agrees 
that the user terminal of Yoshimune includes storage means for storing multiple books 
where the books are selected and accessed accordingly by the user, but Yoshimune 
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also teaches where the user terminal includes means for selecting and requesting new 
books directly from the data center for storage and later reading. Yoshimune teaches 



The database data are then transmitted from the data transmission unit 134 of the data 
center to the data receiving unit 141 of the user terminal side system 140 and stored in the 
data storage unit 142. (step SI 02). 



At this point, in a case the data content display request operation is made at the data 
operation input unit 147 of the user terminal side system 140, the data content 
display request is transmitted to the data request receiving unit 1 of the data center 
side system 130 through the input control unit 148 and the display request transmission 
unit 150. As a result, the key retrieval unit 136 retrieves the key corresponding to the 
requested item from the keys stored in the key storage unit 133, and transmits the 
processing signal to the charging processing unit 137. The charging processing unit 137 
then carries out the charging processing in response to the processing signal (step SI 03). 
Then, the data on the number of utilized database item is stored in the individual 
utilization data management unit 138. After the transmission of the processing signal, the 
key retrieval unit 136 transmits the retrieved key to the data transmission unit 134, and 
the data transmission unit 134 transmits this key as the key data to the data receiving unit 
141 of the user terminal side system 140 (step SI 04). 

Next, the user looks at the displayed table of contents, and decides which item's data 
content should be displayed. Here, as an example, a case of displaying the data content of 
the item number "2A" will be described. In this case, the user enters the item number 
"2 A" from the keyboard of the data operation input unit 147 as a request for deciphering 
and displaying the data content of the enciphered data. In response, the input signal 
indicating this item number "2A" is transmitted to the input control unit 148, and the 
input control unit 148 which received the input signal for "2A" transmits it to the data 
control unit 149, while also transmitting it to the display request transmission unit 150 as 
an item number to be the deciphered and displayed. The display request transmission unit 
150 which received this item number "2A" then transmits this item number "2A" along 
with the user registration number such as "A1234" memorized in advance to the display 
request receiving unit 135 of the data center side system 130." 



According to these and other statements and drawings available through out the 
Yoshimune Patent, its clear that a book selection from list of books available at the data 
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center is made by the user of the user terminal where the selected book is accessed, 
processed and transmitted to the user terminal from the data center as claimed in the 
present invention, it is also noted that the step of presenting the book data in audio 
form, as oppose in text form, is taught by Sears and Quentin. 
for these reasons the examiner submits that the inventive steps of the claimed 
invention are anticipated by Yoshimune in view of Sears and Quentin as addressed 
below and argued above and maintain his previous rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5, 8-13, 22-26, 29-34, 43-54 and 59-62 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yoshimune et al. (6,438,233) and in view 
of Sears et al. (6,115,482) 

As to claims 1 , 43 and 51 Yoshimune (Fig. 5) teaches a method of providing an 
electronic books comprising the steps of: 

selecting an electronic book from a list of available electronic books stored (52) in 
an operation data center (50), where the operation center is remote; 

receiving the selected book and displaying the pages on a terminal (55) display 

see (Figs.5-11, 16-22, 31, 32, 36-42 and 51-53; Col. 12, line 34-Col.13, line 55). 
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It is noted that Yoshimune doesn't explicitly teach the claim limitation where the 
displayed electronic text materials are "provided as audio". 

Sears, however teaches a method for providing an electronic book in audio form 
utilizing text to speech conversion of a text material that is displayed on a display device 
wherein the text material comprises electronic books, magazines, newspaper etc, 
comprising the steps of receiving selection of the text and synthesizing the speech 
(Fig.1; abstract; Col.3, lines 20-50; Col.4, lines 12-33; Col.4, line 66-Col.5, line 5; Col.6, 
lines 13-20). 

providing the electronic book would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of applicant's invention for the purpose of allowing people to listen the 
book instead of reading it. 



FIG. 10 
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As to claims 4, 44 and 52, Sears teaches where definitions/translations are 
verbally provided for words selected by the user (Col. 10, lines 5-15). 

As to claims 5 and 49, Sears teaches adjusting the rate of the audio output 
corresponding to the text and the user command (Col. 9, lines 55-65). 

With regard to claim 8, Yoshimune teaches the method for selecting a book 
where the book is accessed from a remote location and displaying the selected book 
for reading and Sears teaches where the displayed pages are verbally read by an 
electronic book system as addressed above. 

As to claims 9-10, Sears teaches controlling the speed and the style of the audio 
corresponding to text (Col.6, lines 13-20; Col.9, lines 55-65; Col. 10, lines 16-30) and 
pausing and resuming the audio are inherent in light of these features. 

As to claim 1 1 , the method is analogous to claims 1 and 8 above and therefore 
rejected by Yoshimune in view of Sears for the foregoing reasons. 

As to claims 12-13, Sears teaches controlling the speed and the style of the 
audio corresponding to text (Col.6, lines 13-20; Col.9, lines 55-65; Col. 10, lines 16-30) 
and pausing and resuming the audio are inherent in light of these features. 

With regards to Claims 22-26 and 29-34, the corresponding apparatus for 
performing the claimed method of providing text into audio form is analogous and 
therefore rejected by Yoshimune in view of sears. 

As to claims 47-48, Yoshimune teaches where the displayed text includes digital 
video image and Sears teaches where the system speaks aloud text corresponding to t 
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the displayed video images and displayed text when 

the user requests a more detailed explanation (Fig. 8; Col. 21, lines 28-32). 

As to claims 59-62, the presentation of the audio output in Sears is in real 

time where the text is synthesized using audio files. 

As to claim 50, Official Notice is taken that providing prompts in audible 
form is well know in the art at the time of applicant's invention and would have 
been obvious in view of the prior arts of record as an alternative to the text 
prompts. 

Claims 2-3, 45-46 and 53-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yoshimune et al. (6,438,233) in view of Sears et al. (6,115,482) 
above and further in view of Quentin et al. (5,208,745) 

As to claims 2-3, 45-46 and 53-54, Sears teaches controlling the speed and the 
style of the audio corresponding to text (Col. 6, lines 13-20; Col. 9, lines 55-65; Col. 10, 
lines 16-30) but doesn't explicitly teach the claimed features of pausing and resuming 
commands. However, Quentin teaches a method for verbally presenting electronic 
books and articles, where the user interrupts the audio presentation of the text by the 
multimedia through commands (Col. 13, lines 50-55). The steps of pausing and 
resuming the audio are inherent in light of these features. 
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Claims 6 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yoshimune (6,438,233) in view of Sears et al. (6,115,482) and further in view 
of Huffman et al. (5,663,748). 

With regard to claims 6 and 27, Sears teaches providing an electronic book in 
audible form, however he doesn't explicitly teach selecting the voice. 

Huffman teaches a system for providing an electronic book in audio form by 
synthesizing speech from the text comprising a customized voice dictionary (Figs. 1-6; 
Col. 7, lines 35-45) wherein the voice dictionary comprises voice font for presenting the 
electronic book is selected (Fig. 10; Col. 7, lines 45-54). It would be obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to combine the teachings for 
the purpose of providing the audio output in a voice of the user choice. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel D. Abebe whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7615. The examiner can normally be reached on monday-friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2626 



